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so as to deceive and mislead the purchaser into the belief that it was pure
olive oil, that it was a foreign product, to wit, an olive oil produced in Lucca,
in the kingdom of Italy, and that each of said cans contained 1 full gallon
net of the article, whereas, in truth and in fact, it was not pure olive oil, but
was a4 mixture composed in part of cottonseed oil, and was not a foreign prod-
uct, to wit, an olive oil produced in Lucca, in the kingdom of Italy, but was
a domestic product, to wit, a product produced in the United States of America,
and that each of said cans did not contain 1 full gallon net of the article, but
contained a less amount ; and for the further reason that it was falsely branded
as to the country in which it was manufactured and produced, in that it was
a product manufactured or produced in whole or in part in the United States
of America and was branded as manufactured and produced in the kingdom
of Italy; and for the further reason that it was a mixture composed in large
part of cottonseed oil prepared in imitation of olive oil, and was sold under
the distinctive name of another article, to wit, olive oil, and for the further
reason that the statements borne on the cans purported that the article was a
foreign product, when not so. Misbranding of the article was alleged for the
further reason that it was food in package form, and the quantity of the
contents was not plainly and conspicuous]ly marked on the outside of the
package.

On July 30, 1919, the defendant entered a plea of guilty to the information,
and the court imposed a fine of $5.

E. D. Barr,
Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

7124, Adulteration and misbranding of olive oil. U. S.‘ ¥ * ¥ vy, Mario
Campelieti. Plea of guilty. Fine, $200. (F. & D. No. 9746, 1. S. No.
13661-r.)

On May 12, 1919, the United States attorney for the Southern District of
New York, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district an information against
Mario Campolieti, New York, N. Y., alleging shipment by said defendant, iu
violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended, on May 7, 1918, from the
State of New York into the State of Connecticut, of a quantity of an article,
labeled in part * Finest Quality Olive Oil Extra Pure,” which was adulterated
and misbranded.

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this de-
partment showed the Halphen test for cottonseed oil to be p051tne and the net
volume of the cans to be 1 pint, 12 fluid cunces.

Adulteraticn of the article was alleged in the information for the reason that
a substance, to wit, cottonseed oil, had been mixed and packed therewith so as
to lower and reduce and injuriously affect its quality and strength, and had
been substituted in large part for olive oil, which the article purported to be.

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that the statements,
to wit, “ Finest Quality Olive Oil Extra Pure, Guaranteed Absolutely Pure,
Termini Imerese Sicilia—Italia, + Gallon Net,” borne on the cans containing the
article, regarding'it and the ingredients and substances contained therein, were
false and misleading in that they represented that the article was pure olive
oil, that it was a foreign product, to wit, an olive oil produced in Sicily, in
the kingdom of Italy, ard that each of said cans contained % gallon
net of the article, and for the further reason that it was labeled as aforesaid
80 as to deceive and mislead the purchaser into the belief that it was pure
olive oil, that it was a foreign product, to wit, an olive oil produced in Sicily,
in the kingdom of Italy, and that each of said cans contained % gallon net of
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the article, whereas, in truth and in faet, it was mot pure olive oil, but was: a
mixture composed in part of cottonseed eil, and was: mot a fereign product,
te: wit, an elive oi! produced in Sieily, in the Ekingdem of Italy, but was &
domestie product, to wit, a product produced i the United States of Ameriea,
and each of said ecans did mot contain 1 gallon net of the artiele buf contaimed
a less amount; and for the further reason that it was falsely branded: as to
the country in which it was manufactured and produeed im that it was a
praduct manufactured or produced in. whole or im part in the United States eof
Awperiea and was branded as manufactured amd produced. in the kingdom of
Itaty; and for the further reason that it was a mixture composed im large
vart of cottonseed oil prepared in imitation of olive oil and:r was seold under the
distinctive name of another article, to wit, elive oil; and for the further reasen
that the statements omn the cans purported that the article was a foreign: product,
when net so. Mishranding of the article was alleged for the further reason
that it was food in package formr, and the quantity of the contents was not
plainly and eonspicuously marked on the eutside of the package.

On May 21, 1919, the defendant entered a plea of gullty to the information
. and the court imposed a fine of $200.

E. D B’ALL,\

Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

7125, Adulteration and misbranding of olive oil. U. 8. * * * v, Mario
Campolieti. Plea of guilty. Fine, $25. (F. & D. No. 9747, I. S. No.
13713-1.) .

On April 29, 1919, the United Stateg attorney for the Southern Distriet of
New Yerk, acting wpem a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said distriet an information against
Mario Campolieti, New York, N. Y., alleging shipment by said defendant in
violation of the Food and Drugs Aet, as amended, on July 9, 1938, from the
State of New York into the State of Pennsylvania, of a guantity eof an artiele
labeled in part “Olio Pure D'Oliva,” which was adulterated and misbranded.

Analysis. of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this
department showed the Halphen test for cottomseed oil te be very stronerly
positive and the net volume of the cans to he 0.933 vallqm

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the information for the reason thati
a substance, to wit, cottonseed oil, had been mixed and packed therewitlh: so
as to lower and reduce and injurieusly affeet its quality and strength, a&nd
had been substituted in large part for oiive oil, which the article purperted
to be.

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that the statements,
to wit, “ OQlio Puro D’Oliva, Lueca Tipo Italy, Olio Puro B’Oliva Garantito
Produziene Propria, Net Contents Full Gallon,” horne on the cans containimg
the article, regarding it and the ingredients and substances contained thefem,
were false and misleading in that they represented that the article was pure
otive oil, that it was a foreign preduet, to wit, an alive ¢il produced in Lucea,
in the kingdom of Italy, and that each of said eans contained 1 gallom net
of the article, and for the further reasen that it was labeled as afaresaid seo
as to deceive and mislead the purchaser into the bekief that it Was'puare oltve
oil, that it was a foreign produect, to wit, an eolive oil produced in ILuecea, in
the kingdom of Italy, and that each of said eans contained 1 gallon net of the
article, whereas, in truth and in faet, it was not pure olive oil, but was a mix-
ture compased in part of cottonseed oil, and was not a foreign product, to wit,
an c¢live oil produced in Luecea, in the kingdem of Italy, but was a demestie
product, to wit, a preduet preduced im the United States of America, and each



